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Dec. 20, 1793. 


.me covet of a periodical publication, for laſt No- 
0 mber, called the Arminian Magazine, (but why 
it has that name given it I cannot gueſs, unleſs it be to 
ſignify; that the Fditors prefer the viſions of a divinity- 
E. teader,* and thoſe of his adherents; to that doctrine de- 
© ducible from the pure word of God), a ſecond! edition is 


* 


© announced of that ineſtimable treaſure of piety, urbanity. 
dad concord, called A Defence of the Methodiſts, by Mr. 
Joſeph Ben ſon. To the firſt edition of which a reply 
was given; under the title of A few Hints for the Conſi- 
gieration of the Methodiſts and other Diſſenters, by W. 
= Ruſſel. Now; by way of expoſing the author of the Hints 
d xridicule, ſome perſon or perſons have aſſumed the office 
= ofteviewers, and given extracts from the pamphlet /of courſe 
© thoſe are ſelected which are moſt objectionable, and ap- 
parently futile) with ſarcaſtic remarks upon each.—I rather 
= Juſpe? theſe remarks. to have iſſued from the pen of Mr. 
© Senſon: and yet, if they did, how inconſiſtent that he 
ſhould uſe the plural dialect We! which, one would think, 
favours too much of epiſcopacy to be adopted dy a Di- 
ſenter.— Perhaps, however, it may be admiſlible for him 
o uſe that ſtyle, as being the Head of the ſaints at Man- 
© Cheſter, and therefore ſuited to the dignity of his ſanctimo- 
Tous pre-eminence. From whomſoever it proceeds, whe- 
= ther from Mr. B. or from the Editors before-mentioned, 
E (whom I ſhall here allude to as the authors, for my con- 
ecture may be wrong,) I am under a neceſſity of charging 
them with a partial and unfair quotation of my ſentiments; 


James Arminius, of Leyden. ; 


| „ 


and the meaning of any writer may be miſrepreſented by 


partial and maimed quotations. —By this means the Bible 


itſelf may be made to [peak blaſphemy. The writings of 
the Pſalmiſt may hus be adduced in ſupport of Atheiſm, 
For at the 14th and 53d pſalm we find the ſacred Penman 


uſing theſe expreſſions, ** [The fool hath ſaid in his heart 


« THERE 15 No Gop.”, Only omit the firſt ſeven words 
and you have the 8 an Atheiſt, - My ſentiments 
have been thus unfairly {tated by theſe Gentlemen. They 
have indeed given the truth, but not the whole truth. They 
have not ſo far, perverted my meaning as; to ſubſtitute 
other words inſtead of:mine, but they Have not aſſigned the 
true cauſe which gave riſe to thoſe pugnacious expreſſions, 
on which they have expatiated with ſo. much ſharpneſs. 
They ſay that “ inſtead of my attempting to invalidate the 
% charge made by Mr. B. againſt the Doctor, 28 atham), 
«_F inſtantly take fire, and in a paroxif o | 
my Maſter, thus diſplay, my heroiſm.” - | Fhen'fo/lows 
the. quotation from p. 2 of the 'Hikts.] Now, what they 


mean by my Maſter, I know not: If: under that term, 


the Dactor is implied, I can only declare that I know 
no more of him than from that ſource which has juſtly 


given him a celebrity in the literary world—his jodicious 
aud animaied writings:—As to the firſt extract which they 
have commented upon with ſo much ſarcaſm, I always 


ſubmitted and agreed to the opinion of my friends, that it 


was unguarded and laying myſelf open to cenfure without 

am cauſe, and had much better been o mitte. 
When I make this voluntary confeſſion, it evidently 
implies that I do not mean to ſtand up 8 of it 


againſt the SN EERS OF MY ENEMIES. 
their full force: and the paſſage which has been treated 


without mercy is no otherwiſe ſerved than what I expected, 
and in almoſt the very ſame terms that I told my friends 


I thought it would, that L was „ a proficient in Pugiliſm, 
„ asjow:taught by the celebrated Mendoza and Co. &c. 


Kc.“ hut theſe 122888 be fo good as not to doubt 
ſa 


my veracity when 1 ſay thai I have never ſeen this fon of If- 


racl, nor do I know any of the pugiliſtic profeſſors. © By 
way of palliating the impropriety of "ſuch language en my 


Part, I {ubjoined a note, ſtating my ſenfe of its being not 


very becoming a Chriſtian Miniſter, having previouſly told 


Mr Benſon that ſuch language on his party as giving the lie, 


was by no means according with politeneſs ; nor what could | 
be ęxpected from a man who has a ſufficient flow of words 


* 


to expreſs his indignation without violating thoſe rules, or 
deviating from chriſtian meekneſs. ACT, But 


zeal: for 


No! I admit them 


But the inference they draw from the unjuſtifiable ex- 


er an Individual Cleric, clearly diſcovers the ma- 
I 


enity and invidiouſneſs lurking in the hearts of theſe Cri- 
tics; who, I am well aſſured from thence, are Difſenters : 
for it is a characteriſtic trait of them 41 large, (founded 
upon general experience, though not without ſome excep- 
e, and their oof in this inſtance confirms the 4. 
ſertion I advanced in my Hints, that they endeavour to 
throw an odium on the collective body for the errors of 
ſome” impure members. The reaſon is evident: they 
know the Clergy to be the great bulwark to reſiſt the tor- 
rents of fanaticiſm 'with-which they ſtrive to deluge the na- 
tion ; and therefore they ſeize with avidity every opportu- 
nity they can to leſſen the eſtimation of its uſe ; they are 

always ready to lift up the inſtruments of ſlander and de- 
famation in order to undermine that fortreſs which has ſtood 


their battery for ages with but little injury, and 20 ſtand till 
its aſſailants grow weary with abortive toil. ' Tell me! 


Why are the Clerics in general to be called . fighting clergy ;” 
and where can my accuſers bring proof of their /et/:7g 
« example to their flocks to fight like Bears and Bull-dogs?” 
If one has been fo far weak as to expreſs himſelf in that un- 
becoming phraſeology, why are the whole to be reprehended 
for his tranſgreſſion? Can you give an inſtance of any other 
man of that denomination who has had the temerity to uſe 
ſuch language in print. There may perhaps be ſome few 
| Inſtances adduced of Clerics, who in practice have caſually 
forgotten St. Paul's counſel to Timothy, where he ſays 
that a biſhop (and conſequently any other of the ſacred 
function ſhould be no ſtriker, - . g | 
Perhaps, I ſay, the charge cannot be refuted, that in 
different ages of the church there have been here and there 
ſome who haye been the means of giving the Heaps of the 
inſolent an horizontal direction. But pray are St. Paul and 
Barnabas to be believed, when they declare that even the 


Apoſtles were men of like paſſions with other men? And 


did not one of them carry a ſword (certainly worn by per- 
miſſion of the meek Jeſus,). with which he ſmote off the ear 


of Malchus ? If an Apoſtle may be thus liable to exceſs of 


; paſſion, ſurely a Miniſter of Chriſt in theſe days, if much 
provoked by inſulting language, is not 70 be expected ſo far 


diveſted of the infirmities of human nature as to be more 


pure than the apoſtolic Peter, but that he may be ſometimes 


* See Acts, xiv. 15; and alſo James, v. 17 


—— — — — — 
- 


„ 


| ſubject to thoſe acts of momentary. impulle, which, in 


his cooler minutes he would not attempt to juſtify, but con- 
demn. Such, in ſome meaſure, was my caſe; at the mo- 
ment I wrote thoſe ill-fated lines I was under the impreſſion 
of that indignation which any man, of more paſſion than a 
Stoic, would feel when he had the Lie given him; and fan- 
cied that I heard Mr. Benſon. uttering that ſentence in his 
Zoth page, with the word LIE emphatically grinding be- 


i tween his teeth; Imagination rouſed me to expreſs my ab- 


horrence of ſuch ungentlemanlike conduct, and I delincated 


that diſguſt with my pen: but as this was only an imagi- 


nary offence, and when the ardour of that mental diſturb- 


ance ſubſided, I muſt certainly recolleQ that the inſult was 


not offered, to n- hy I ſent it to the preſs in that ſtate I 
know not, except to ſubject me to unneceſſary cenſure, and 
thereby ta weaken, with the undiſcerning, the very cauſe I 
meant to ſupport. Had it not been for eight lines in the 


And page (which ] wiſh had never appeared,) I think that 


my adverſaries would have been much at a loſs whereby to 
«« bring a railing accuſation againſt me,” upon any good 
and fair ground; for (if my. judgment does not deceive 


me, ) I think the general reaſoning in thoſe few pages con- 
cerning epiſcopal authority, ordination, itinerant preach- 


ing, and extempore elocution from the pulpit, is fo well- 
founded, that the opponents thereto would not be able ta 
refute it :* thou bl believe the arguments there brought 
are more ſolid than novel, for there is ſcarce one of the: 


7 


thoughts but may be found in ſome controverſial writings. 


of former days. 13 A mY 
The ſecond extract taken from my Hints is as unfairly 
repreſented. as that juſt. ſpoken of. Though they have 
uoted from me that .* a Bilhop can give an, ungodly man a 
right to teach Godlineſs, they have not preſented a ſingle 


argument to diſprove my aſſertion: but becauſe I have in 


p. 24, declared it as my opinion (requeſting, If it was an 
erroneous one, to be corrected,) that ordination © from a Ro- 


man Catholic;BisRoP is equally valid with that from a 


« Proteltant Biſhop,” the comment which they put upon 
it is this, © after ſuch a teſtimonial in favour of the Papal 
« Ferarchy, we are not ſurpriſed to find him on every. oc- 

P « occaſion 


I challenge them to do ſo: but if they were not convinced of 
the difficulty, they would have done it long before now. Ihe 


defteraly method they have had recourſe to, in the publication of 
their Comments, proves tliis by the faireſt inference. 


« 


— 


copacy is the goſpel ſyſtem o 


if 89 | 
 gafjon 2 his ſacerdotal L againſt the pious and 
1 


4 venerable Mr. Weſley. Here it ſeems they are not 
content to aſcribe to myſeſf the ſpleen I have ſhewn ag 
Weſley, but it muſt be ſacerdotal fpleen : the Pricfthc 
muſt'be brought in ſomehow, in order to be reviled. Such 
remarks as theſe ſhew the weakneſs of their cauſe, and the 
baſeneſs of their hearts! The reaſon why I made that 
declaration was by way of ee the opinion that epiſ- 
church- government, but how 
it is to be conſtrued as an argument for papacy I cannot 
ſee, If logic be the art of right reaſoning, theſe ſage cri- 
tics muſt never have learnt that art, -or elſe they have learnt 
to pervert it.—If Epiſcopacy be Papacy then the Church of 
England are all Papiſts; but if it be not, then the meaning 
of my expreſſions muit be wreſted moſt un-warrantably ; 
and though theſe profound ſcrutineers may be able, like 
the lawyers mentioned by Mr, Gay, to * twiſt words and 
* meanings as they pleaſe,” yet they may twiſt and un- 
twiſt, wreſt and diſtort thoſe words a long while, and {till 
never make them juſtly bear ſuch a conſtruction. Had I 
ſaid a word reſpecting the neceſſity or rectitude of Popes 
and Cardinals preſiding over eccleſiaſtic matters, they 
might fairly have accuſed me with being a ſupporter of the 
Papal Hierarehy; but from thoſe lines none bat the groſsly- 
ignorant could have ſuppoſed ſnch a thing, nor could any 
but the molt impudent and unbluſhing have had effrontery 
enough to declare it. N 
That Mr. Weſley ſhould have numbers in this kingdom 
ready to vindicate his character againſt (what they are 
pleaſed to term) © the malevolence of every ſlanderer, is, 
with me at leaſt, no unanſwerable proof of his integrity. 
There is ſearce any character ſo black but he will have 
more or fewer ready to ſpeak in his behalf; for the world 
knows that falſe witneſſes may be ſuborned to exculpate 
the guilty as well as to accuſe the innocent: and an ARCH- 
HyrocRI TE will always have enow of the ſame ſtamp 
ready to ſtep forth and ſcreen him from cenſuxe, by the 
molt zealous declamations in his praiſe. 8 
Now that the perſon or perſons who have thus held me 
forth to public notice as a Pugilif and Supporter of Papacy, 
may no longer be © at a loſs to account for the reaſon of 
„my attack upon the Methodiſts,” the ſew following 
lines I hope will ſo ſar ſatisfy them as to clear up all ſuſpi- 
cions of the cauſe. The far greater part of thoſe Diſſenters 
* ee whom 


TONS 


whom T have known, and moſt of theſe have been Metho- 
difts, I have found to be a ſet of ſly, canting, and deceitful 
perſons, who have Gob in their mouths but the Devil in 
their Hearts, or at leaſt. in their actions; for while they are 
endeavouring to gain confidence by ſome pious ejaculations 
and expreſſions of ſanctity, they have frequently ſome 
ſiniſter deſign in view, and perhaps laying a ſnare to defraud 
and cozen ſome way or other the perſon they are ſpeaking 
to; or elſe, if they have eſtabliſhed a friendſhip, they uſe 
every infinuating and artfyl method to get into the ſecrets 
of the ſoul; that in caſe the intimacy ſhould ceaſe by a de- 
tection of their hypocriſy, they may by that means ſhelter 
themſelves from obloquy, holding ont in ſerrorem to their 


late friend, that they have a large fund of ſecrets to reveal, 


in cafe he ſhould once diſcloſe the perfidy of their conduct. 

Such 1s the reafon which induced me to enter into con- 
troverſy againſt that Defence of the Methodiſts” which 
repreſents them as a ſe& whoſe teachers are irreproachable, 
and the followers ' without fault: but which aſſertions, 
knowing their falſhood, | could not ſuffer to paſs without a 
On . I 


his is all the apology I ever intend to make for having 


declared my ſentiments of them ſo freely. I have indeed 
been threatened, in letters both anonymous and with ſig- 
natures, with ſome terrible proofs of their vengeance (not 
indeed of the ꝓugiliſtic kind) if I did not . apologiſe, and 
«* retract all the evil reports that J had raiſed of the 


« (Godly :” but they did not know the man to whom they 


made ſuch propoſals; they were ignorant that he is made 
of © ſterner ſtuff than to be terrified inta apclogy ; and 


that the only way to bring him to that humiliation, was 


to make manifeſt the errors of his ſentiments; and when 
that ſhall be done by ſound reaſoning, he will not be too 


roud to confeſs himſclf . wiſer than he was before. 


As to any further invectives that may be thrown out againſt 


him, he will not deem them deſerving of notice, but pals 
over them with the contempt they merit; yet as he is not 
deſtitute of all regard to, that which Jags tells us, is oft 
got without merit, and loſt without deſerving—his repu- 


tation, but values © the immediate jewel of his ſoul— 
,a good name,” he hopes that before he is condemned by 
the public voice, he may claim the glorious Britiſh pri- 
vilege of being heard in ſelf-defence ; and therefore he re- 
fers them a Yi Hinty, deſiting whoever fhall read them 
TIEN | to 


a a a mamas .cocoa 


C7 | | 
to expunge the eight lines {before alluded to) from rhe 


word LiaR'to the end of that ſentence. — There are half 
x ſcore more lines in the Pamphlet which my adverſaries 
may lay hold of,“ but what they are I leave them to 
diſcover : and as to the reſt, from Alpha to Omega, 
I think hep will ſtand the teſt of the molt rigid criticiſm, 
if the object be tfuth.—Somie men have wrote them 
ſelves into Fame, and fome have wrote themſelves out. 
Probably thoſe who objected to my firſt publication, will 
not ſpeak more favoutably of this, büt ſay, in the lan- 
ge of Othello, that I have ** little graced my cauſe in 
«, ſpeaking for myſelf.” Be that as it may, it muſt. be 
admitted that I engaged in controverſy with Mr. Benſon 
upon unequal terms, for I had no Fame to loſe, except ii 
be the negative one arifing from obfcurity; though perhaps 


* the Poet is perfectly right, when he ſays 


« Worſe is an evil Fame, much worſe than None.“ 


Whether Mr. B. has gained or loſt any by his attack upon 


the Doctor, I Eannot determine, but think that if a aifcern- 


ing Public will adopt the, legal maxim of our Country— 
« Audi et alteram partem,” and weigh both ſides of the 


| queſtion, be will have. no reaſon to rejoice that he ever 


wrote the Defence. Such, at leaſt, is the opinion of 


> WW, EU'SSE'L, * 


Who has been compelled to adopt this mode of nn 
himſelf from the unjuſt aſperſions and invidious ſneers calt 
upon him in the cowardly, malicious, and uncuſtomary (if 

not unprecedented) manner ſtated at the beginning of this 
Addreſs. Had the ſaine cenſures been communicated in a 
ſeparate publication for ſale, the extenſive circulation of 
which commonly depends upon its merits, W. R. had 
deen leſs ſolicitous to introduce theſe additional obſerva- 
tions to the notice of the Public ; but as his opponents have 
thought proper to pot him on the Cover of a Magazine, 
which is the cheapeſt and moſt extenſtve, as well as moſt 
certain and moſt ://iberal way of diffuſing calumny, it be- 
hoves him, as a duty owing to himfelt, to have recourſe 
to means equally general, of throwing in an antidote to the 
poiſon that might otherwiſe injure his character; and 
therefore Mr. K. will conſider himſelf particularly obliged 


* I do not mean by this that theſe lines are as obie&tionable as 
thoſe in p. 2; but they are ſuch that do not give any weight to 
my argument, 
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the devotee, and a maſk tor the hypocrite : and thus he 


if the Editors of the Gentleman's Magazine and Britiſh. 
Critic will permit theſe few pages to be ſent abroad gra- 
tuitouſly under the Cover of their inſtructive, philoſophic, 
and loyal Publications; which, from the good ſenſe of the 
nation, he judges are as univerſally peruſed as any Monthly 
vehicle of religious phrenzy, that ſerves as a trumpet for 


bids farewe! to diſputes that ought to have been conducted 


on both ſides with leſs virulence and invective, and more 
politeneſs and chriſtian charity z which, as the Apoſtle. 


informs us, © is not eaſily provoked, doth not behave itſelf 


«© unfeemly, but ſpeaketh unto men to edification and 


comfort. 


INI S. 


The HINTS, in Axswer to Mr. BENSON's DEFENCH/ 


of the METHODISTS,. | - + 
May be had, Price ONE Sp1LL1NG, of J. Tymbs, Worceſter ; 
Evans, Paternoſter-Row, London; Jackſon, Oxford; Pear- 


ſon, Birmingham ; Harrop, Mancheſter; Wood, Shrewſbury; ? 


Thomas, Ludlow; Allen, Hereford ; Crutwell, Bath; Wil- 


ton, Tetbury; Hough, Gloceſter; Gower, Kidderminſt 1 


Dyde, Tewkeſbury ;- and Agg, Eveſham; 
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